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Octaber 10, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology Tor dlgital televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen. I Tee1 SrOngly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghh, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon oT D N .  

A robust, competltlve market Tor consumer elenronlcs must be rooted In manuheturen' abllty to Innovate for thelr 
CuStOmers. Allawlng movle studlos to veto?eptures a? DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos fn tell teehnologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reTle.3 what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonalky. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadeast Tlag technology Tor dlgltal telwlslon. Thank you for your t h e .  

Slncerely, 

Marc Ragusa 
81 Woodchuck Hollow Rd 
Cold Sprlng Harbor, NY 11724 
USA 
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Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communicat ivns Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington. D.C. 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Kathleen Abernathy 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy mould be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank YOU for your time 

Sincerely, 
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Octaber IO, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemsthy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street; NW 
Washington, D C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I am v n i h  to  voice my opposition to any FCC~mmdnted adoption of "broadcast 
and c i h ,  I feel strongly that such n policy would be bad for innovation, conmumer dghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics mum be rooted in manufacmus' aWty to innovate for their cumomem Auowing 
movie studios to veto femues of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they CM 

create. lhis will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what comumm like me actunlly want, and it could result in me b e i q  
charged more money for inferior func t iod ty  

Ifthe FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would amdly be less likely to make a n m v e h e n t  in DN-capable receivers and other 
equipment. I Wiu not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. PkMe do not mandate broadcast flq 
technology for digit$ television. 7hIhank you far your b e .  

Sincerely, 

Aaron Kurt2 
2355 Leith Road 
Olendnle, CA 91206 
USA 

technology for digital television. As a consumer 
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Commissioner Kathleen 0. Abernathv - 
~~ 

Federal Communicat ions Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington. D.C. 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Kathleen kbernathy 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 
A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Dave Loverink 
1 3 1 5 2  Vermeer Drive 
Lake Oswego. OR 9 7 0 3 5  
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commssion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flng" technology for d1git.1 
television. As 1 consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bsd for innovation, consumer 
nghts, and the u l h r m t e  adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' abdity to innovate for 
their customers. AUoulngmovle studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipmentarill enable the studlos to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an inverhnmt in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I wll not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollyood. 
Please do not mandate broadcnst thg technology for digital telemrion. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Chns Coldewey 
744 Guerrero #7 
San Franasco, CA 94110 
USA 
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October 10,2003 

Commiomoner Kathleen Q Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemnthy, 

1 an writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mnndated adoption of "broadcast flag" techology for digital t e l d o n .  As a c o n m e r ,  
m a t e u  radio opemtor, and &the% I feel W o d y  thnt such a policy would be bad for innovation, conoumer right#, and the UltLnnte 
adoption of D N .  

A robust, competitive market for consumer e1ecwonjo0 must be rooted in manufmfilren' ability to innovate for their cnllomers. AlloWinp 
movie studios to veto fenlures of DTV-receptinn equipment will enable the studios to tell technologLts what new productl they cnn 
create. lhis will result in products that don't necessdy  reflect what consumers l&e me sctuauy wnnt, and it could result in me being 
c h q e d  more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issuri B broadcast flag mandate, 1 would llctudy be less likely to make an invemnent in DTV-capable receiveri and other 
equipment. I wi l l  not pay more for devices that limit my light@ at the behest of Hollywood. Pleme do not mandate broadcait flag 
technology for digital television. lhanlr you for y o u  time 

Sincerely, 

M y a n  Oetmnn 
259 State Sweet 
Apnfment A 
Albany, NY 12210 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for &@tal  

telemrion. As a consumer and atizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate ldophon of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electromics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologsts whit new products they can create. This -11 result m products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually wan\ and it could result in me beirig chvged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issuer a broadcart flag mandate, I mould actually be less likely to m a k  an inveshnent in DTV-capable 
recavers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devlces that limit my dghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &gtd television. ?hulk you for your b e .  

Sincerely, 

Fred Sampson 
76 Cutter Dr. 
Watsonvllle, CA 95076 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Commissioner bthleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposidon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast fl4 technology for digtal 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, md the ultxnite adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing mome rtudlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment Wll enable the studios to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This d l  result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged moze money for infenor 
functioedity. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an inveshnent in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for deolces that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate brodcast tlag technology for dlgtd television. Thmk you for your hme. 

Sincerely, 

Gary O'Brien 
11906 Meadoumark Ct 
Maryland Heig;ts, MO 63043 
USA 
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Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communleatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrelng to volce my oppositlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and CRlzen, I feel strongly that such a polley would be bad tor Innomtlon, consumer rlghn, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manutacturers' abllky to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to ell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor funetlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlceo that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely. 

Jason Mktell 
389 E Maln St 
Mlddlebury, VT 05753 
USA 
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Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Cammunlcatlons Cammlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology tor dlgtal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghn, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust. competltlve market for consumer electronlcs mu* be rooted In rnanufacturen' abllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment WIII enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and lt could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonsllty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Ilkdy to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more tor devlces that llmt my rlghts at the behest a( Hallywood Please do not mandate 
broadcabt flag technology for d lgb l  televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Shcerely 

Chrls Kohler 
119 Guava Ave 
Chulavlsta, CA91910 
USA 
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Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Conimunicat ions Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flas" technolosv for disital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that Guch a poiicy would be bad for innovation. consum@r rights -and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank YOU for your time 

Sincerely, 

Frank Branham 
5876 Dana Drive 
Norcross. GA 30093 
USA 
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- 
October 10, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communicahons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I am wnhng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digtal 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovahon, consumer 
nghts, 2nd the ultimate dophon of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' abhty to innovate for 
their customers. Alloaringmonie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipmentarill enable the studios to 
tell technologrts what new products they can create. This aril1 result in products that don't necesrady reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for infenor 
funchondity. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make 
receivers and other equipment. I udl not pay more for devlces that limit my nghtr at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &gtJ telems~on. Thank you for your hme. 

Sincerely, 

Derrell Piper 
1365 Meadowridge Drive 
Corralitos, CA 95076 
USA 

investment in DTV-capable 
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October IO, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCGmandated adoptlon at "broadcasttlag" technology for d lgb l  televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghm, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A r o b w  competittve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manulacturers' abllMy to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable tne studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money tor Inferlorfunctlonallty 

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recetvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that hit my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Seth benson 
1239 17th Street 
San Francisco, CA 94107 
USA 
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Commlvsloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposklon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltsl televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pallcv would be bad for lnnomtlon consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competittve market for consumer eleetronlcs must be rocted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movte studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equipment wlll enable the studlos to tell teehnologlsts 
what new products they con create Thls wlll result In products that don't necesssrlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recetvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that Ilmt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal telev~s~on Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Matthew Reynolds 
5913 Valley Vlew Lane 
Apt 332 
\wing, TX 75a39 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th street, NW 
Washlngtoon, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writlng to volce my oppositlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and ctlzen, I feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovation, consumer rlghts, and the ultimate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competnbe market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manutacturers' abllny to Innovate for thelr 
cuslomers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DlV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the sludlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't neeessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and k could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a bfoadcastllag mandate, I would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DW-capable reeelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmk my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
breadcast flag technology for dlgtal te~ev~slon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Danlel Weeks 
4760 El Centro Ave 
Oakland, CA 94602 
USA 
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October IO, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlearlons Commlsslon 
445 12th street, NW 
Washlngtoon, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng tovolce my oppositlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of"broadcastflag" technology for dlgltal televlslon AS a 
consumer and eltlzen, I feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghm, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competttbe market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't neeessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlshn Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Jeff Hodges 
612 Lorrlane Ave 
Bowllng Green, OH 43402 
USA 
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Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Conmunicat ions Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Nashington. D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television, As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Alex Deucher 
1309 North Glebe Road 
Arlington, VA 22207 
USA 
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Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Absrnathy 

I ani writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what neu products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTU-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my riyhts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely I 

Spencer Cross 
814 1/4 N. Detroit St. 
Los Angeles. CA 90046 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Commissioner IGthleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast fla< technology for digital 
telemsion. As a consumer and ntizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghts, and the dhmate dophon of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the s t u d m s  to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This wll result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually wmt, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issuer a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
recaverr and other equipment. I uill not pay more for dewces that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &gtd television. ?hank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Seung Yi 
502 W. Main fi310 
Urbana, IL 61801 
us.4 
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October 10, 2003 

Commissioner Ibthleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 

Wahmgton, D.C. 20554 
445 12th street, NW 

Dear Ibthleen Abemathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for +tal 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovahon, consumer 
nghts, m d  the ultimate dophon of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in mulufacturers' abllity to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie S t u d i o 5  to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technolog~sts what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actuallywan< and it could result in me being charged more money for infenor 
functionaliq 

If the FCC issuer a broadcast flag mandate, 1 would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I uill not pay more for devices that limit my nghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flsg technology for &ptd television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Scott Laird 
10335 NE 201st PI 
Bothell, WA 98011 
USA 
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October 11. 2 0 0 3  

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communicat ions Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington. D.C. 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Kathleen Abernathy 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of '"broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Brent Pellinen 
3 2 0 5  Hennepin Ave S #2  
Minneapolis. MN 5 5 4 0 8  
USA 



October 11,2003 

Commismoner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dew Kathleen Abemthy, 

I am m i h g  to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag technology for digital tel&on. An a consumer 
and citizen, I feel shongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rightr, and the UltLnate adoption of DTV 

A robust, compeiitive market for consumer elecaonics must be rooted h manufacturers' aWiy to innovate for thek customers. AUoWing 
movie studios to veto features of DN-reception equipment will ennble the ltudioe to tell technologists what new productl they can 
create. Thb will result in products that don't necessdy  reflect what consumers lite me actuaUy want, and it could r e d  in me be+ 
charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC iiiuee a broadcast flag mandate, I would actunUy be less litely to make nn investment in DN-capable receivers and other 
equipment. I will not pny more for devices that h i t  my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Pleaie do not mandnte broadcast 
technology for digitd television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

owen williams 
226 South Sheet 
Apt 1 
Jamaica Plain, MA 02130 
USA 
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October 11; 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Aberna~y  
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Sbeet, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

1 m w d i q  to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcaut flsg" technology for WtA televhion. As a C O M U ~ ~  

and citizen, 1 feel wongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, cmumer  dghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer elecbonics must be rooted h manufncmm' ab@ to innovate for thek customers. Allowing 
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technolo$ists what new products they can 
mente. Thh will result in products that don't necesmily reflect what consumers &e me nctudly wanL and it could result h me behg 
charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcw flag mandate, I would actudy be less Wrely to maLe an investment h DTV.capable receivers and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my &hts at the behest af Hollywood. Please do not mandnte broadcnst f lq 
technolow for digital television. %ant you for your h e .  

Sincerely, 

Matthew H m a n  
10700 Mt Antero Way 
Parker, CO 80138 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my oppesklon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcas? flag" technology lor dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and Cltlzen, I feel srrongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innomtlon, consumer rlghn, and the ultlmale 
adoptlon of DN 

A robust, eompetltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers abllky to lnnomte ?or thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos lo veto features ol DN-recepllon equlpmem wlll enable the studios to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necesssrlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money lor Inferlorfunctlonalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelven 
and other equlpment [ wlll not pay more ?or devlces that llmlt my right3 at the behest e l  Hollywood Please do not msndate 
broadcast flag technology for d lgb l  televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Lee Wllmeth 
I 104 cypress Court 
Mandleld, TX 76063 
USA 
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Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communications C o m n u s s l o n  
4 4 5  12th Street NW 
Washington. D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Kathleen Abernathy 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

I f  the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

William McIntyre 
2107 9th Ave 
Longmont. CO 80501 
USA 



Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy. 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon 01 DTV 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers abllity to Innovate lor thelr 
customers Allowlng rnovle studlos to veto features of DlV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell teehnologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't neeesoarlly reflect what consumers I l k  me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnlerlor fundlonalty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to m a k  an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that Ilmt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely. 

Andrew Sawcryn 
1661 Fearn Clrcle 
Atlanta GA30319 
USA 
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October 1 I, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Comm~nlcatldns Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgtal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovstlon, consumer rlghts, and the unlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer eleetronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers abllity to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle 9tudlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment WIII enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessnrlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlortunctlonality 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelven 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltel televlslon Thank you tor your tlme 

Slncerely. 

Steve Pelletler 
1231 Oaklawn Rd 
Arcadla, CA 91006 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abmathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12thStreet,NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcart flag technology for di&itd televidon. AS a consumer 
and citizen, I feel sbongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electmdcs must be rooted in manufacmm' ability to innovate for thek matomere. Allawing 
movie studios to veto feames of D1V-reception eqdpment wiU enable the studios to tell technologbts what new products they can 
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what c o n m m  &e me actually want, and it could reault in me beine 
charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flq mandate, I would a c M y  be less likely to m&e M invemtment in DW-capable receival and o t h a  
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that h i t  my r@b at the behest of Hollywood. Plesie do not mandate broadcast fls 
technology for digital televiuian. l h n k  you for your h e .  

Sincerely: 

richard @am 
82 old route onc 
Hnncock, ME 04640 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communicetiona Commission 
445 12th Sbeet, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

1 m wiiing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. As a c o m e r  
and citizen, I feel s t r ~ y  that such n policy would be bad for innovntioh consumer rights, and the u l h u e  adoption of D N .  

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacnum' ability to innovate for their culfmers. .I\llowing 
movie studios to veto features of DN-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can 
create. This will result in products that don't necessdy  reflect what consumers like me acrudly want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast 5 g  mandate, I would actudy be less likely to mate an investment in DTV-cnpable receiveri and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. PleaPe do not mandate broadcast 5 g  
technology for digital television. T h d  you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Matt Hm9man 
312 Hatley Circle NE 
Concord, NC 28025 
USA 
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Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Comntunicat ions Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of '"broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust. competitive market for  consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate f o r  their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTU-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTB-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Alan G Oleski 
114 Thorne Dr. 
Bethpage. NY 11714 
USA 


